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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant 's arguments filed on 02/22/2004 are moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejections. 

2. Claims 1-17 and 19-33, and 35-37, are remained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patent ability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claim 1- 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hereinafter 

Fisher U.S Patent 5,835,896 in view of Hereinafter Case U.S. Patent 6,510,416. 

As per claim 1 , Fisher discloses that when a bid is received by bid validator the 
customer is looked up in the customer database. If no customer record exists for the 
customer then a new customer record is created and placed in customer database and 

from there, the bid information is validated as previously described. If the bid data 

includes one or more errors, then an error message is returned to the bidder, preferably 

in the form of a well-formatted page posted across the network, itemizing the errors 

found in the bid. If the bid is valid, then the bid is placed in bid database. (See column 8 

lines 30-40 and column 6 lines 15-45) and a auction server reserves the second bid 

price from the second account record if the second bid is valid. (See column 14 lines 15- 

45 and column 1 1 lines 45-60). Fisher does not explicitly teach a second account 

record associated with a second bidder or a second bidder where the second bid is 
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associated with a second bid price. However Case disclose a second account record 
associated with a second bidder or a second bidder where the second bid is associated 
with a second bid price or a auction server reserves the second bid price from the 
second account record if the second bid is valid. (Note abstract and see column 1 1 lines 
15-65 and column 12 lines 5-65). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the teachings of Fisher 
modify to include a second account record associated with a second bidder or a second 
bidder where the second bid is associated with a second bid price in order to have a 
larger volume of customers associated with the auction and for greater financial gain for 
the company holding the auction. 

As per claim 2, Fisher discloses that when a bid is received by bid validator and 
the bid is not valid and if the bid data includes one or more errors, then an error 
message is returned to the bidder, preferably in the form of a well-formatted page 
posted across the network, itemizing the errors found in the bid. (See column 8 lines 35- 
40 and column 6 lines 15-45). Fisher fails to teach wherein the auction server 
unreserves a first bid amount associated with a first bid from the bidder in the first 
account record. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made that using the teachings of Fisher modify to include Case would 
not have had the need to unreserves a bid because the bid validator would have caught 
the error or errors during the validation process. The benefit would have been to avoid 
erroneous bids entering the system and further creating a efficient and accurate system. 

As per claims 3-5, Fisher discloses a inventive method and system is disclosed 
for conducting a multi-bidder, interactive auction without using a human auctioneer to 
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conduct the auction. Preferably innplemented in software, the electronic auction system 
allows a group of bidders to interactively place bids over a computer or communications 
network, automatically records the bids, updates the bidders with the current auction 
status information, closes the auction from further bidding when appropriate, and 
notifies the winning bidder or bidders and loser or losers as to the auction outcome. 
(See column 6 lines 5-10). Fisher or Case does not teach an auction wherein winning 
M= 1 and N=1 or M=N or M= 1 and N=1 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teachings of Fisher in 
order to achieve the functions of M = 1 and N = 1orM = NorM = 1 and N = 1 . The 
benefit would have been for their to be a winner or winners at the completion of an 
auction. 

As per claim 6, fisher fails to teach bid prices are incentive points. 
However granting incentive points is old and well known in the art because incentive 
points can be based on bid prices. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to grant incentive points based on bid prices in order to attract a 
larger volume of customers. 

As per claim 7, fisher fails to teach bid prices are money. 
However it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that bid prices can be equated to money are money incentive 
points is old and well known in the art because incentive points can be based on bid 
prices. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to grant incentive points based on bid prices in order to attract a 
larger volume of customers. 

4. Claim 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hereinafter Fisher U.S Patent 5.835,896 in view of Hereinafter Abecassis U.S. Patent 

5, 426, 281. 

As per claim 8, Fisher discloses that when a bid is received by bid 
validator the customer is looked up in the customer database. If no customer record 
exists for the customer then a new customer record is created and placed in customer 
database and from there, the bid information is validated as previously described. If the 
bid data includes one or more errors, then an error message is returned to the bidder, 
preferably in the form of a well-formatted page posted across the network, itemizing the 
errors found in the bid. If the bid is valid, then the bid is placed in bid database. (See 
column 8 lines 30-40 and column 6 lines 15-45). Fisher also discloses upon accessing 
a public network and seeing an item's catalog page, the bidder may press a button on 
the catalog page or take some similar action which causes a bid form to be displayed 
on the screen. The bidder then enters the information necessary to place a bid, such 
as their name and address, bid amount, payment information, etc., and then presses a 
bid submission button, or takes a similar action which sends the bid to the system and 
the system receives the electronic bid information and places it in the bid database. 
Because this new bid will, in general, be a bid for a higher amount than was last bid by 
another party, the system will regenerate the item's catalog page. This updated catalog 
page will then show the new high bid to any prospective bidders who later access that 
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catalog page. (See column 6 lines 30-45 of Fisher). Fisher also discloses a computer 
network enabling communication between a host computer and a plurality of remote 
customers, an auction information transmission and processing system implemented as 
a computer program within the host and network, comprising, a merchandise database 
connected in communication with the host for storing merchandise information, the 
merchandise information being descriptive of a lot available for purchase by a customer, 
a bid database in communication with the host for storing bid information, the bid 
information being descriptive of a bid received from one of the remote customers, an 
auction manager implemented in the server and in communication with the 
databases, an electronic mail messenger in communication with the auction manager 
and the bid database, a bid validator, including means for receiving bids from the 
customers, connected to the auction manager and in communication with the bid 
database, wherein the auction manager induces a customer to bid across the network 
on a lot of merchandise by posting a descriptive merchandise catalog page containing 
data from the merchandise database, the customer views across the network the 
catalog page and sends a bid to the bid validator across the network, the bid validator 
determines whether the bid is valid, the bid database stores the bid, the auction 
manager determines whether the bid is successful, and the electronic mail messenger 
notifies the customer whether customer's bid was determined to be successful by the 
bid manager.(See column 4 lines 50-65 and column 5 line 5 of Fisher). Fisher does not 
explicitly teach a first logic for receiving bids from a plurality of bidders where each bid is 
associated with a bidder selected number of or payments units or a second logic for 
reserving the bidder selected number of payments units in the bidders respective 
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account record if the selected number of payment units is available in the account 
record. However Abecassis disclose a first logic for receiving bids from a plurality of 
bidders where each bid is associated with a bidder selected number of or payments 
units or a second logic for reserving the bidder selected number of payments units in 
the bidders respective account record if the selected number of payment units is 
available in the account record. (Note abstract and see column 4-10 lines 5-65. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made that the teachings of Fisher modify to include Abecassis can be used to 
accomplish the functions of first logic for receiving bids from a plurality of bidders where 
each bid is associated with a bidder selected number of or payments units or a second 
logic for reserving the bidder selected number of payments units in the bidders 
respective account record if the selected number of payment units is available in the 
account record in order to store payment information. The benefit would have been to 
document customers payment information in a database for future access. 

As per claim 9, Fisher discloses that when a bid is received by bid validator the 
customer is looked up in the customer database. If no customer record exists for the 
customer then a new customer record is created and placed in customer database and 
from there, the bid information is validated as previously described. If the bid data 
includes one or more errors, then an error message is returned to the bidder, preferably 
in the form of a well-formatted page posted across the network, itemizing the errors 
found in the bid. If the bid is valid, then the bid is placed in bid database. (See column 8 
lines 30-40 and column 6 lines 15-45). Fisher does not explicitly teach wherein the first 
logic receives a second bid of a second number of payment units from a second bidder 
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and had already received a first bid of first number of payment units from a bidder and 
the second logic unreserves a first bid number of payment units from account record of 
the first bidder if the first number of payment units is less than the second number of 
payments units. However Abecassis disclose the first logic receives a second bid of a 
second number of payment units from a second bidder and had already received a first 
bid of first number of payment units from a bidder and the second logic unreserves a 
first bid number of payment units from account record of the first bidder if the first 
number of payment units is less than the second number of payments units (see column 
4-10 lines 5-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made that applying the teachings of Fisher modify to include Case could have been 
used to accomplish wherein the first logic receives a second bid of a second number of 
payment units from a second bidder and had already received a first bid of first number 
of payment units from a bidder and the second logic unreserves a first bid number of 
payment units from account record of the first bidder if the first number of payment units 
is less than the second number of payments units because the units would have been 
stored in the bid database and could have been easily deleted from the database in 
event their were a need to do so. 

As per claim 10, The granting of incentive points is a common practice in the art. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to grant incentive points in order to attract a larger volume of customers. The 
benefit would have been to increase customers thereby creating a financial gain for a 
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company. 

As per claim 11-12, Fisher discloses that when a bid is received by bid validator 
the customer is looked up in the customer database. If no customer record exists for the 
customer then a new customer record is created and placed in customer database and 
from there, the bid information is validated as previously described. If the bid data 
includes one or more errors, then an error message is returned to the bidder, 
preferably in the form of a well-formatted page posted across the network, itemizing the 
errors found in the bid. If the bid is valid, then the bid is placed in bid database. (See 
column 8 lines 30-40 and column 6 lines 15-45). Fisher also discloses a computer 
network enabling communication between a host computer and a plurality of remote 
customers, an auction information transmission and processing system implemented 
as a computer program within the host and network, comprising, a merchandise 
database connected in communication with the host for storing merchandise 
information, the merchandise information being descriptive of a lot available for 
purchase by a customer, a bid database in communication with the host for storing bid 
information, the bid information being descriptive of a bid received from one of the 
remote customers, an auction manager implemented in the server and in 
communication with the databases, an electronic mail messenger in communication 
with the auction manager and the bid database, a bid validator, including means for 
receiving bids from the customers, connected to the auction manager and in 
communication with the bid database, wherein the auction manager induces a customer 
to bid across the network on a lot of merchandise by posting a descriptive merchandise 
catalog page containing data from the merchandise database, the customer views 
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across the network the catalog page and sends a bid to the bid validator across the 
network, the bid validator deternnines whether the bid is valid, the bid database stores 
the bid, the auction manager determines whether the customer's bid was determined to 
be successful by the bid manager.(See column 4 lines 50-65 and column 5 line 5 of 
Fisher). Fisher fails to teach where each bid is associated with a bidder selected 
number of payment units and a second automated bidder maximum number of payment 
units or a second logic for reserving the bidder selected maximum number of payment 
units in the bidders respective account record if the second automated bidder maximum 
number of payment units is available in the account record. 

However Case discloses where each bid is associated with a bidder selected number of 
payment units and a second automated bidder maximum number of payment units or a 
second logic for reserving the bidder selected maximum number of payment units in the 
bidders respective account record if the second automated bidder maximum number of 
payment units is available in the account record. (Note abstract and see column 11 lines 
15-65 and column 12 lines 5-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made that the teachings of Fisher modify to include Case can be applied to execute 
the functions wherein each bid is associated with a bidder selected number of payment 
units and a second automated bidder maximum number of payment units or a second 
logic for reserving the bidder selected maximum number of payment units in the bidders 
respective account record if the second automated bidder maximum number of payment 
units is available in the account record in order to document the bids and payment 
information of one or more bidders in a database. 
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The benefit would have been to record all the pertinent bid information in a database 
for future use. 

As per claim 13, Fisher discloses that when a bid is received by bid 
validator the customer is looked up in the customer database. If no customer record 
exists for the customer then a new customer record is created and placed in customer 
database and from there, the bid information is validated as previously described. If the 
bid data includes one or more errors, then an error message is returned to the bidder, 
preferably in the form of a well-formatted page posted across the network, itemizing the 
errors found in the bid. If the bid is valid, then the bid is placed in bid database. (See 
column 8 lines 30-40 and column 6 lines 15-45). Fisher does not teach wherein the first 
logic receives a second bid of a second number of payment units from a second bidder 
and had already received a first bid of first number of payment units from a bidder and 
the second logic unreserves a first bid number of payment units from account record of 
the first bidder if the first number of payment units is less than the second number of 
payments units. However Case disclose wherein the first logic receives a second bid of 
a second number of payment units from a second bidder and had already received a 
first bid of first number of payment units from a bidder and the second logic unreserves 
a first bid number of payment units from account record of the first bidder if the first 
number of payment units is less than the second number of payments units. (Note 
abstract and see column 1 1 lines 15-65 and column 12 lines 5-65). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
applying the teachings of Fisher modify to include Case could have been used to 
accomplish wherein the first logic receives a second bid of a second number of payment 
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units from a second bidder and had already received a first bid of first number of 
payment units from a bidder and the second logic unreserves a first bid number of 
payment units from account record of the first bidder if the first number of payment units 
is less than the second number of payments units because the units would have been 
stored in the bid database and could have been easily deleted from the database in 
event their were a need to do so. The benefit would have been to delete information 
from the database as needed. 

As per claim 14, Fisher discloses that when the system detects that the item is 
scheduled to be closed for further bidding or another closing trigger is detected. At this 
point, the system closes the auction by updating the merchandise catalog page with 
the final winning bid information and by sending electronic mail notifications to both the 
winning bidder or bidders and the losing bidder or bidders. (See column 7 line 5 of 
Fisher). Fisher does not explicitly teach wherein the second logic unreservers the 
difference between a final winning price and the second automated bidder maximum 
number of payment units if a second bidder is declared the winner and the final winning 
price is less than the second automated bidder maximum number of payment units. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made that applying the teachings of Fisher to include Case would have accomplish the 
functions of wherein the second logic unreservers the difference between a final winning 
price and the second automated bidder maximum number of payment units if a second 
bidder is declared the winner and the final winning price is less than the second 
automated bidder maximum number of payment units in order to accurately select 
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winner or winners. The benefit would have been to select correct winner or winners from 
the auction. 

5. Claim 15- 17 and 23-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fisher U.S Patent 5,835,896 in view of Case U.S. Patent 6,510,416 
in further view of Hereinafter Copple U.S Patent 6,178,408. 

As per claim 15-17, Fisher and Case does not explicitly teach a database storing a 
first account representing a number of incentive points awarded to a first user and a 
second account representing a number of incentive points awarded to a second user, 
and each account also storing information relating to date or time period during which 
incentive points were earned, communications port operatively connected to the first 
user and the second user; a computer program or programs taking as input bids 
received from the first user and the second user through the communications port, each 
bid constituting a number of incentive points and relating to an item being auctioned, 
said program (a) checking each bid against the database to confirm that the user 
submitting the bid owns at least the number of points specified in the bid, (b) storing 
information identifying the current high bid, (c) reserving a number of points equal to the 
current high bid from the account of the user who submitted that bid such that those 
points may not be used for any other purpose until unreserved, (d) unreserving reserved 
points higher bid is received and validated, (e) at the end of the auction, awarding the 
item to the user with the highest bid at that point, and (f) subtracting the number of 
points representing the winning bid from the account of the user who submitted the 
winning bid and wherein said computer program or programs use the date or time 
period information to cause incentive points to be removed from user accounts once a 
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certain period of time has elapsed from awarding of such points . However Copple 
disclose a database storing a first account representing a number of incentive points 
awarded to a first user and a second account representing a number of incentive points 
awarded to a second user; a communications port operatively connected to the first 
user and the second user; a computer program or programs taking as input bids 
received from the first user and the second user through the communications port, each 
bid constituting a number of incentive points and relating to an item being auctioned, 
(See column 5 lines 5-20). Copple also disclose said program (a) checking each bid 
against the database to confirm that the user submitting the bid owns at least the 
number of points specified in the bid, (b) storing information identifying the current high 
bid, (c) reserving a number of points equal to the current high bid from the account of 
the user who submitted that bid such that those points may not be used for any other 
purpose until unresen/ed, (d) unreserving reserved points higher bid is received and 
validated, (e) at the end of the auction, awarding the item to the user with the highest 
bid at that point, and (f) subtracting the number of points representing the winning bid 
from the account of the user who submitted the winning bid. (See column 4 lines 5-65). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made that the teachings of Fisher and Case could be modify to include Copple in 
order to create a database for storing a first account representing a number of incentive 
points awarded to a first user and a second account representing a number of incentive 
points awarded to a second user. The benefit would have been to document each user 
and their points awarded for accuracy when comparing information. 
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6. Claims 19- 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fisher U.S Patent 5,835,896 in view of Walker et al (Hereinafter Walker U.S. Patent 6, 
113. 495) in further view of Copple et al (Hereinafter Copple U.S Patent 6.178,408). 

As per claims 19-22, Fisher disclose providing a computer database accessible 
through a communication port for storing a plurality of accounts. (See column 2 lines 35- 
65 and column 4 lines 50-65 and column 5 and 6 lines 5-65). Fisher do not explicitly 
teach , removing incentive points from the first and second stored accounts once a 
certain period of time has elapsed from the awarding of such points. However Walker 
disclose , removing incentive points from the first and second stored accounts once a 
certain period of time has elapsed from the awarding of such points. (See column 15 
lines 55-65). Fisher and Walker fails to teach awarding a quantity of incentive points to a 
first user, including adding the first quantity to a first one of the stored accounts of first 
user incentive points, awarding a quantity of incentive points to a second user, including 
adding the quantity to a second one of the stored accounts of second user incentive 
points and initiating an on-line auction for an item, including specifying a minimum 
number of incentive points required for an opening bid, receiving a first bid from the first 
user through the communications port; the first bid is less than the minimum number, 
comparing the first bid against the number of unreserved incentive points in the first 
stored account and rejecting the first bid if the first bid is greater than the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the first stored account, if the first bid has not been 
rejected, storing an indication that the first bid is the current high bid and reserving a 
number of incentive points in the first stored account equal to the amount of the first bid; 
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receiving a second bid from the second user through a communications port; comparing 
the second bid against the current high bid and rejecting the first bid if the first bid is 
less than the current high bid; comparing the second bid against the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the second stored account and rejecting the second bid if 
the second bid is greater than the number of unreserved incentive points in the second 
stored account; (k) if the second bid has not been rejected, storing an indication that 
the second bid is the current high bid, reserving a number of incentive points in the 
second stored account equal to the amount of the second bid, and unreserving the first 
account points previously reserved in step 

(1 ) after receipt of n number of additional bids, closing the auction; and 
(m) awarding the item to the user who submitted the highest valid bid as of the 
close of the auction and deleting from that user's account that number of points 
reserved in that account as a result of that bid. However Copple disclose awarding a 
quantity of incentive points to a first user, including adding the first quantity to a first 
stored account of first user incentive points; (b) awarding a quantity of incentive points 
to a second user, including adding the quantity to a second stored account of second 
user incentive points.(See column 4 lines 5-65 and column 5 lines 5-30 and). Copple 
also disclose initiating an on-line auction for an item, including specifying a minimum 
number of incentive points required for an opening bid; (d) receiving a first bid from the 
first user through a communications port; the first bid is less than the minimum number, 
(f) comparing the first bid against the number of unreserved incentive points in the first 
stored account and rejecting the first bid if the first bid is greater than the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the first stored account; (g) if the first bid has not been 
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rejecsed, storing an indication that the first bid is the current high bid and reserving a 
number of incentive points in the first stored account equal to the annount of the first bid, 
receiving a second bid from the second user through a communications port; comparing 
the second bid against the current high bid and rejecting the first bid if the first bid is 
less than the current high bid; comparing the second bid against the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the second stored account and rejecting the second bid if 
the second bid is greater than the number of unreserved incentive points in the second 
stored account; (k) if the second bid has not been rejected, storing an indication that 
the second bid is the current high bid, reserving a number of incentive points in the 
second stored account equal to the amount of the second bid, and unreserving the first 
account points previously reserved in step latter receipt of n number of additional bids, 
closing the auction; and (m) awarding the item to the user who submitted the highest 
valid bid as of the close of the auction and deleting from that user's account that number 
of points reserved in that account as a result of that bid. (See column 6lines 5-65). 
However removing incentive points from the first and second stored accounts once a 
certain period of time has elapsed from the awarding of such points is old and well 
known in the art because points would be needed to be removed from the once the said 
points are used. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the teachings of Fisher and Walker modify to include award a 
quantity of incentive points to a first user, including adding the first quantity 
to a first stored account of first user incentive points; (b) awarding a quantity of incentive 
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points to a second user in order to document each user and their points awarded for 
accuracy when comparing information. 

As per claim 23-26, Fisher and Case does not explicitly teach a database storing a 
first account representing a number of incentive points awarded to a first user and a 
second account representing a number of incentive points awarded to a second user; a 
communications port operatively connected to the first user and the second user; a 
computer program or programs taking as input bids received from the first user and the 
second user through the communications port, each bid constituting a number of 
incentive points and relating to an item being auctioned, said program (a) checking each 
bid against the database to confirm that the user submitting the bid owns at least the 
number of points specified in the bid, (b) storing information identifying the current high 
bid, (c) reserving a number of points equal to the current high bid from the account of 
the user who submitted that bid such that those points may not be used for any other 
purpose until unreserved, (d) unreserving reserved points higher bid is received and 
validated, (e) at the end of the auction, awarding the item to the user with the highest 
bid at that point, and (f) subtracting the number of points representing the winning bid 
from the account of the user who submitted the winning bid. However Copple disclose 
a database storing a first account representing a number of incentive points awarded to 
a first user and a second account representing a number of incentive points awarded to 
a second user; a communications port operatively connected to the first user and the 
second user; a computer program or programs taking as input bids received from the 
first user and the second user through the communications port, each bid constituting a 
number of incentive points and relating to an item being auctioned. (See column 5 lines 
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5-20). Copple also disclose said program (a) checking each bid against the database to 
confirm that the user submitting the bid owns at least the number of points specified in 
the bid, (b) storing information identifying the current high bid, (c) reserving a number of 
points equal to the current high bid from the account of the user who submitted that bid 
such that those points may not be used for any other purpose until unreserved, (d) 
unreserving reserved points higher bid is received and validated, (e) at the end of the 
auction, awarding the item to the user with the highest bid at that point, and (f) 
subtracting the number of points representing the winning bid from the account of the 
user who submitted the winning bid. (See column 4 lines 5-65). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the 
teachings of Fisher and Case could be modify to include Copple in order to create a 
database for storing a first account representing a number of incentive points awarded 
to a first user and a second account representing a number of incentive points awarded 
to a second user. The benefit would have been to document each user and their points 
awarded for accuracy when comparing information. 

As per claim 27-30, Fisher disclose providing a computer database accessible 
through a communication port for storing a plurality of accounts. (See column 2 lines 35- 
65 and column 4 lines 50-65 and column 5 and 6 lines 5-65). Fisher and Case does not 
explicitly teach awarding a quantity of incentive points to a first user, including adding 
the first quantity to a first one of the stored accounts of first user incentive points, 
awarding a quantity of incentive points to a second user, including adding the quantity to 
a second one of the stored accounts of second user incentive points, removing 
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incentive points from the first and second stored accounts once a certain period of time 
has elapsed from the awarding of such points and initiating an on-line auction for an 
item, including specifying a minimum number of incentive points required for an opening 
bid, receiving a first bid from the first user through the communications port; the first bid 
is less than the minimum number, comparing the first bid against the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the first stored account and rejecting the first bid if the 
first bid is greater than the number of unreserved incentive points in the first stored 
account, if the first bid has not been rejected, storing an indication that the first bid is the 
current high bid and reserving a number of incentive points in the first stored account 
equal to the amount of the first bid; receiving a second bid from the second user through 
a communications port; comparing the second bid against the current high bid and 
rejecting the first bid if the first bid is less than the current high bid; comparing the 
second bid against the number of unreserved incentive points in the second stored 
account and rejecting the second bid if the second bid is greater than the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the second stored account; (k)if the second bid has not 
been rejected, storing an indication that the second bid is the current high bid, reserving 
a number of incentive points in the second stored account equal to the amount of the 
second bid, and unreserving the first account points previously reserved in step 
(1 ) after receipt of n number of additional bids, closing the auction; and 
(m) awarding the item to the user who submitted the highest valid bid as of the 
close of the auction and deleting from that user's account that number of points 
reserved in that account as a result of that bid. However Copple disclose awarding a 
quantity of incentive points to a first user, including adding the first quantity to a first 
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stored account of first user incentive points; (b) awarding a quantity of incentive points 
to a second user, including adding the quantity to a second stored account of second 
user incentive points.(See column 4 lines 5-65 and column 5 lines 5-30 and). Copple 
also disclose initiating an on-line auction for an item, including specifying a minimum 
number of incentive points required for an opening bid; (d) receiving a first bid from the 
first user through a communications port; the first bid is less than the minimum number, 
(f) comparing the first bid against the number of unreserved incentive points in the first 
stored account and rejecting the first bid if the first bid is greater than the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the first stored account; (g) if the first bid has not been 
rejecsed, storing an indication that the first bid is the current high bid and reserving a 
number of incentive points in the first stored account equal to the amount of the first bid, 
receiving a second bid from the second user through a communications port; comparing 
the second bid against the current high bid and rejecting the first bid if the first bid is 
less than the current high bid; comparing the second bid against the number of 
unreserved incentive points in the second stored account and rejecting the second bid if 
the second bid is greater than the number of unreserved incentive points in the second 
stored account; (k) if the second bid has not been rejected, storing an indication that 
the second bid is the current high bid, reserving a number of incentive points in the 
second stored account equal to the amount of the second bid, and unreserving the first 
account points previously reserved in step 1 after receipt of n number of additional bids, 
closing the auction; and (m) awarding the item to the user who submitted the highest 
valid bid as of the close of the auction and deleting from that user's account that number 
of points reserved in that account as a result of that bid. (See column 6lines 5-65). 
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However removing incentive points from the first and second stored accounts once a 
certain period of time has elapsed from the awarding of such points is old and well 
known in the art because points would be needed to be removed from the once the said 
points are used. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the teachings of Fisher and Case modify to include award a 
quantity of incentive points to a first user, including adding the first quantity 
to a first stored account of first user incentive points awarding a quantity of incentive 
points to a second user in order to document each user and their points awarded for 
accuracy when comparing information. 

As per claim 31-33, 35-37. Fisher and Case does not explicitly teach a database 
storing a first account representing a number of incentive points awarded to a first user 
and a second account representing a number of incentive points awarded to a second 
user; a communications port operatively connected to the first user and the second 
user; a computer program or programs taking as input bids received from the first user 
and the second user through the communications port, each bid constituting a number 
of incentive points and relating to an item being auctioned, said program (a) checking 
each bid against the database to confirm that the user submitting the bid owns at least 
the number of points specified in the bid, (b) storing information identifying the current 
high bid, (c) reserving a number of points equal to the current high bid from the account 
of the user who submitted that bid such that those points may not be used for any other 
purpose until unreserved, (d) unreserving reserved points higher bid is received and 
validated, (e) at the end of the auction, awarding the item to the user with the highest 
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bid at that point, and (f) subtracting the number of points representing the winning bid 
from the account of the user who submitted the winning bid. However Copple disclose 
a database storing a first account representing a number of incentive points awarded to 
a first user and a second account representing a number of incentive points awarded to 
a second user; a communications port operatively connected to the first user and the 
second user; a computer program or programs taking as input bids received from the 
first user and the second user through the communications port, each bid constituting a 
number of incentive points and relating to an item being auctioned. (See column 5 lines 
5-20). Copple also disclose said program (a) checking each bid against the database to 
confirm that the user submitting the bid owns at least the number of points specified in 
the bid, (b) storing information identifying the current high bid, (c) reserving a number of 
points equal to the current high bid from the account of the user who submitted that bid 
such that those points may not be used for any other purpose until unreserved, (d) 
unreserving reserved points higher bid is received and validated, (e) at the end of the 
auction, awarding the item to the user with the highest bid at that point, and (f) 
subtracting the number of points representing the winning bid from the account of the 
user who submitted the winning bid. (See column 4 lines 5-65). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the 
teachings of Fisher and Case could be modify to include Copple in order to create a 
database for storing a first account representing a number of incentive points awarded 
to a first user and a second account representing a number of incentive points awarded 
to a second user. The benefit would have been to document each user and their points 
awarded for accuracy when comparing information. 
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Response to Arguments 



6. Applicant 's arguments filed on 02/22/2004 are moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejections. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clement B Graham whose telephone number is 
703-305-1874. The examiner can normally be reached on 7am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough can be reached on 703-308-0505. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-305-0040 for regular communications and 703-305-0040 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
703-305-3900. 



Conclusion 



CG 
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